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PER CURI AM

Edward W Bowin, IIl appeals the adverse grant of summary
judgnent by the District Court’in Bowin's 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action
agai nst Stone County Sheriff Lonni e Mease.

On April 6, 1992, at approxinmately 11:21 a.m, a Stone County,
M ssouri deputy arrested Bowin without a warrant for failing to
display a valid license plate, and for failing to produce a
driver's license in violation of state |aw. On April 7, at
approximately 5:31 p.m, Bowin was arraigned before Stone County
Circuit Court Judge WlliamKirsch. After Bowin entered a pl ea of
not guilty, Judge Kirsch reviewed the crim nal conpl aints signed by

'The Honor abl e Dean Whipple, United States District Judge for
the Western District of Mssouri.



the arresting officer and the prosecutor, and set bond at $500.
Because Bowl i n was unabl e to post bond, Judge Kirsch remanded him
to the custody of Stone County sheriff Lonnie Mease, where Bowin
remai ned for nineteen days until bond was posted. Judge Kirsch's
affidavit, which was subnmtted by Mease, stated that "[a]
determ nati on of probable cause was neither nade nor requested”
when Bowl in appeared at his April 7 arraignnent. Bowlin clained
Mease' s detention of hi mw thout a pronpt judicial determ nation of
pr obabl e cause vi ol ated his Fourth and Fourteent h Amendnent ri ghts.

The District Court granted Mease summary judgnent, which we
revi ew de novo, applying the sane standard as the district court:
whether the record, viewed in a light nost favorable to the
non- movi ng party, shows that there is no genuine i ssue of materi al
fact and the noving party is entitled to judgnent as a matter of
| aw. Earnest v. Courtney, 64 F.3d 365, 366-67 (8th Cr. 1995)
(per curiam; see also Fed. R Cv. P. 56(c). The Fourth Arendnent
requires a pronpt judicial determ nation of probable cause as a

prerequisite to an extended restraint on liberty followng an
arrest without a warrant. Gerstein v. Pugh, 420 U S. 103, 114,
125-26 (1975). Law enforcenment officers may be held liable for
Cerstein violations, even if they "were not responsible for the

delay in the arraignnment,” because the officers are under no
obligation to continue to hold an arrestee before his arrai gnnment.
Wayland v. Gty of Springdale, Ark., 933 F.2d 668, 670 (8th Gr
1991).

W agree with the District Court that Bowin failed to show
the thirty-hour delay before arraignment was unreasonabl e. See
County of Riverside v. MlLlaughlin, 500 U S. 44, 56-57 (1991)
(hol di ng person taken before judicial officer within forty-eight

hours of arrest bears burden of proving that del ay was unreasonabl e
inrelationto time necessary to conplete adm nistrative procedures
incident to arrest). Furthernore, Mease cannot be l|iable for any
constitutional violation resulting fromJudge Kirsch's failure to

-2-



make a probable cause determnation at Bowin's arraignnent,
because Judge Kirsch's order remanding Bow in i nto Mease's cust ody
until Bowin had posted bond legally obligated Mease to hold
Bowin. Cf. Patterson v. Von Riesen, 999 F. 2d 1235, 1240 (8th Cr.
1993) (noting courts have consistently held that officials--
i ncludi ng sheriffs--acting pursuant to facially valid court orders
have absolute quasi-judicial imunity from damages for actions
taken pursuant to that order).

Accordingly, we affirmthe judgnent of the District Court, and
we deny Bowin's notion for disciplinary action against Mease's
attorney.
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